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country and from race to race, wherever there is a rational society"

(ibid., p. 74)-                                                 -       r t,       - -   i

Reserving for later consideration the question or the original

contributions to science made by India, it is interesting to note that
Mr. Parmelee says that "So far as science is concerned, evolution
is merely a name for a process of change. Its first great exponent,
Herbert Spencer, recognized this and indicated clearly that evo-
lution is correlated with and balanced by involution. This fact was
dimly perceived by Indian sages two or three thousand years ago,
though they failed to describe this process of change accurately and
in detail, as has been accomplished to a considerable extent by
Western scientists. But these sages of old and scientists of to-day
are at one in realizing that there can be no purpose or end in this
infinite and universal process of change" (ibid., p. 88). Two or
three thousand years ago there were perhaps no Western scientists
at all; much less even a dim perception of the principle of evolution
by the West.

Mr. Parmelee has said that "Occidental science has already im-
proved the material welfare of the Orient so greatly as to put it
heavily in debt to the West" (ibid., p. 79). Does this mean that the
people of the East are indebted to the people of the West? Are all
the people who live in the West to-day or who have lived in the
West in the past responsible for Occidental science? In what sense
is science Occidental? Is it characteristic of all or the bulk of the
people of the West, now or ever before? Did the whole or the bulk
of the population of the West in the past encourage and stand by
the scientific men of the West? Does not the history of science in
the West show that in the old days scientists were persecuted and
discouraged, that even as late as the middle of the last century the
Darwinian theory was fiercely assailed by no insignificant sections
of the West? Science has had slowly and painfully to win its way
to public favour. Is there any justification in holding that the
ichievements of men of science in the West belong to the whole of
he West, are native to the whole of the people of the West, but
breign to the people of the East; and that they are a gift of the West
o the East for which the East has to be grateful to the West?